CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 
Faculty of Fine Arts Council 
Friday, April 5, 1991 


PRESENT: R. Parker (Chair); D. Andrus, R. Bigelow, B. Foss, C. Foster, S. Friedland, L. 
Hart, O. Hazan, J. Jarczyk, D. Jojich, H. King, J. Krause, J. Locke, B. MacKay, K. O’Brien, S. 
Panet-Raymond, L. Sherman, G. Szilasi, K. Tweedie, M. Wagschal, B. Warren 


ABSENT WITH APOLOGIES: W. Krol, J. Lightstone, M.E. Szabo 


GUESTS: K. Austin, R. Kavanagh, D. Dobrofsky, J.-P. Duchesne, N. Frohlick, C. Jackson 


1. Approval of the minutes of the meeting of March 8, 1991 


MOTION: (Hart, Krause) "that the minutes of the meeting of March 8, 1991 be approved." 


CARRIED 


2. Chair’s Remarks 


Dean Parker congratulated Prof. P. Cohen of the Dept. of Music, who is the 
third faculty member in Fine Arts to receive research funding from the Seagram Fund for 
Academic Innovation. 


Dean Parker announced that full time faculty representatives are required 
for several committees of Senate, effective June 1. Because it is very important that the 
Faculty be represented on these committees, he encouraged members of Council to actively 
participate in the nomination process. 


3. Question Period 


S. Friedland expressed concern that some students may be prevented from 
early registering because the University is requiring full payment of 1990-91 tuition fees, in 
addition to the $100 deposit, prior to registration. He questioned whether early registration 
enrolment statistics would be reviewed differently in light of this fact. K. Tweedie 


responded that course enrolment statistics would be compared to the percentage of students 
early registered in each department. 


S. Panet-Raymond requested that the Faculty further discuss the Image 
Campaign. Dean Parker responded that this item would be discussed at the next meeting of 
Deans and Chairs. 


4, University Committee Reports 


N. Frohlick, Coordinator of the Permanent Review Committee on the status 
of Women, presented a written report on the activities of the Committee over the past year. 


5. Review of the Division of Graduate Studies 


In preparing a response from Council to the report of the Review of the 
Division of Graduate Studies, Dean Parker explained that Council’s recommendations 
would be forwarded to the Board of Graduate Studies, as well as Senate Steering 


Committee. 


It was agreed that only certain key recommendations in the report would be 
discussed at Council, and that a commentary would accompany the motions when forwarded 
to BGS. 


MOTION: (MacKay, Friedland) "that Fine Arts Faculty Council endorse the establishment 
of a School of Graduate Studies as proposed in Recommendation 1 of the report entitled 
Review of the Division of Graduate Studies." 


While there was general endorsement of the establishment of a School of 
Graduate Studies, Council was unable to endorse the recommendation that the School of 
Graduate Studies would be responsible for the administration of “all aspects of" advanced 
studies, "including university wide standards of academic excellence", particularly before the 
date-limited Task Force, referred to in Recommendation 2, had clarified the roles, 
responsibilities, and lines of accountability between the SGS and the four faculties. 


The above motion was then withdrawn and the following proposed in its 
place: 


MOTION: (MacKay, Warren) "that Fine Arts Faculty Council endorse Recommendation 1 
of the report, amended to read as follows: 


THAT Graduate Studies at Concordia University be immediately 
reorganized as a School of Graduate Studies (SGS) with full 
authority vested in it by Senate and the Board of Governors, to 
provide leadership for and administer advanced studies at this 
University." 


CARRIED 


MOTION: (Krause, MacKay) "that Fine Arts Faculty Council endorse Recommendation 2 
of the report." 


CARRIED 


MOTION: (Locke, MacKay) "that Fine Arts Faculty Council endorse Recommendation 4 of 
the report." 


Much of the discussion of Recommendation 4 centred upon the the phrase 
"policy-making organ", in particular, its scope and meaning when used in reference to the 
newly created CSGS. In addition, there was agreement that the Faculty must begin to 
strengthen its own infrastructures as they relate to graduate policy. The question was then 


called and CARRIED, 


During a preliminary discussion of Recommendation 5, it was suggested that 
the following sentences be deleted from the recommendation before its endorsement by 
Council: 


"(This statement)...will place particular emphasis on the development and 
promotion of interdisciplinary, inter-faculty, inter-university, and international graduate 
programmes. Further, priority should be assigned to the development of graduate 
programmes in women’s studies, environmental studies and urban studies." ; 


It was generally agreed that the development of the mission statement was a 
responsibility of the newly created CSGS, not the Review Committee. 


The following motion was then proposed: 


MOTION: (Krause, MacKay) "that Fine Arts Faculty Council endorse Recommendation 5 
of the report, amended to read as follows: 


THAT the Dean of the School of Graduate Studies, together with 
the newly constituted CSGS, develop an academic mission 
statement for graduate studies at Concordia University. This 
statement will reflect the academic mission of the University, and 


should be deposited with the Vice-Rector, Academic for discussion by Senate 
Committee on Academic Planning and Priorities (SCAPP, six month following 
the reconstitution of the CSGS, for discussion, approval and implementation 
through Senate." 


CARRIED 


MOTION: (Locke, Krause) "that Fine Arts Faculty Council endorse Recommendation 9 of 
the report." 


CARRIED 


MOTION: (MacKay, Warren) "that Fine Arts Faculty Council endorse Recommendation 10 
of the report." 


CARRIED 


MOTION: (MacKay, Locke) "that Fine Arts Faculty Council endorse Recommendation 16 
of the report." 


Recommendation 16 mandates the CSGS to establish university-wide 
standards for the qualifications of members of the professoriate who participate in graduate 
supervision. Again, it seemed necessary for the role, composition, and function of the CSGS 
to be clarified, as outlined in Recommendation 4 of the report, prior to Council’s 
endorsement of such a recommendation. In addition, there was some concern expressed 
that this process should rest within the Faculty, and should be initiated at the departmental 
level. The question was then called and DEFEATED, 


Recommendations 15,18, and 23 were also discussed at length, though no 
formal motions were made. ° 


6. Adjournment 
MOTION: (Tweedie, Krause) "that the meeting be adjourned." 


CARRIED 
Respectfully submitted, 


S.McLeod 
April 22, 1991 


